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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S. C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

2. Claims 1, 2, 8-1 1, 14-18 and 24-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by DE 101 02 413 CI (Jager). 

DE 101 02 413 CI is in a foreign language, therefore all references to the Patent will be 
made to the US Equivalent document US Pat. No. 6,761,522 (Jager). 

Jager teaches an automated cell 10 with a base framework and manipulating apparatus 
with a front wall (see figure 1 with the front wall being located facing forward near controller 
reference number 72), back wall, and side walls surrounding controller 72 (see figure 1); a 
process platform above the controller 72, the front wall having a supply module with loading 
spaces 14 and 15 with carriers 16 and 17 (see figures 1 and 2, col. 5, lines 53-57, for example); 
the rear wall having a frame which projects above the walls surrounding the controller and 
having a plurality of mechanical interfaces for the manipulator (see gantry 38 of figure 1). 

Jager teaches the top rear- wall part which projects beyond the process platform has a 
cover sheet that separate the working space 12 from the outside (see col. 5, lines 31-35). 

Examiner notes that the structure of the rigid stand 36 is defined as a frame and provides 
for four vertical struts which provides for an opening on the top rear-well part above the process 
platform which meets the claimed limitation of the opening on the top rear- wall part. 
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Re claims 8 and24, Jager teaches a support plate 53 (process plate) arranged on the 
process platform and having a plurality of mechanical interfaces (see col. 7, lines 1-25, for 
example). 

Re claims 9 and 25, Examiner notes the limitations of it being "possible' for the process 
plate to be fitted through the opening in the rear wall is not a positive limitation. It is possible for 
the process plate to move through the opening with the removal of the any covering. 

Re claim 10 and 26, Jager teaches a bracket (see area of reference number 38 and 52 of 
figure 1) projecting forwards of the front side of the top rear wall part and projecting towards the 
process platform where there are supplementary stations placed (cleaning station 59, aligning 
station 57, intermediate support station 55, for example), the bracket having mechanical 
interfaces for at least manipulating and/or processing supplied workpieces (see col. 7, lines 1-25, 
for example). 

Re claims 1 1 and 27, Jager teaches two front feet in the form of two rigid beams of stand 
36 (see figure 1) 



Application/Control Number: 10/783,955 Page 4 

Art Unit: 3722 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 3-7, 12, 13, 19-23, 28 and 29 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over DE 101 02 413 CI (Jager). 

DE 101 02 413 CI is in a foreign language, therefore all references to the Patent will be 
made to the US Equivalent document US Pat. No. 6,761,522 (Jager). 

Re claims 3-7, 13, 19-23 and 29, Jager teaches the claimed structure of the baseframe but 
does not specifically address the running of the cable through the structure. Where a claimed 
improvement on a device or apparatus is no more than "the simple substitution of one known 
element for another or the mere application of a known technique to a piece of prior art ready for 
improvement," the claim is unpatentable under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). Ex Parte Smith, 83 USPQ.2d 
1509, 1518-19 (BPAI, 2007) (citing KSR v. Teleflex, 127 S.Ct. 1727, 1740, 82 USPQ2d 1385, 
1396 (2007)). Accordingly Applicant claims a combination that only unites old elements with 
no change in the respective functions of those old elements, and the combination of those 
elements yields predictable results; absent evidence that the modifications necessary to effect the 
combination of elements is uniquely challenging or difficult for one of ordinary skill in the art, 
the claim is unpatentable as obvious under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). Ex Parte Smith, 83 USPQ.2d at 
1518-19 (BPAI, 2007) (citing KSR, 127 S.Ct. at 1740, 82 USPQ2d atl396. Accordingly, since 
the applicants] have submitted no persuasive evidence that the combination of the above 
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elements is uniquely challenging or difficult for one of ordinary skill in the art, the claim is 
unpatentable as obvious under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) because it is no more than the predictable use of 
prior art elements according to their established functions resulting in the simple substitution of 
one known element for another or the mere application of a known technique to a piece of prior 
art ready for improvement. 

Re claims 12 and 28, Jager teaches the embodiment of the side walls in accordance with 
the embodiment disclosed in Applicant's figure 4. The different shapes of the side walls are an 
obvious matter of design choice to a person of ordinary skill in the art. It would have been an 
obvious matter of design choice to make the different portions of the sides of whatever form or 
shape was desired or expedient since a change in form or shape is generally recognized as being 
within the level of ordinary skill in the art, absent any showing of unexpected results. In this 
instance there has been no criticality placed on the shape of the side walls and it would have been 
obvious because a person of ordinary skill has good reason to pursue the known options within 
his or her technical grasp. If this leads to the anticipated success, it is likely the product not of 
innovation but of ordinary skill and common sense. 
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Conclusion 

5 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dana Ross whose telephone number is 571-272-4480. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thurs. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Monica Carter can be reached on 571-272-4475. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Dana Ross/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3722 



